In (2) of the referenced correspondence [l] , the author selects the time variable t to be the time at which the transmitted pulse illuminates the target, i.e., t = (RT/c), where RT is the distance from the transmitter to the target and c is the speed of light. In [l, eq. ( 5 ) ] , the receive antenna angle aR with respect to the bistatic baseline L is defined as a function of the time variable t. This definition of the time variable appears to be the reason that the author finds "an error in the prior literature."
The receive antenna must point towards the target location at the time when the pulse reflected from the target arrives at the receiver location, RX, as defined in [ 1, Fig. 11 . Thus the time after transmit at which the pulse arrives at the receiver is tR = [(RT + R,)/c].
Using tR as the time variable, the expression for aR becomes
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For bistatic radar, it is often more useful to define the time variable to be the time after the direct path signal return reaches the receiver, i.e., tk = [tR -L / c ] . In this case (1) becomes
Dr. 
and discussed [3,4] states that:
where p is the bistatic angle, defined in [l, Fig. 11 . p, (4) can be expressed directly as a function of the receive beam pointing angle, and hence expressed implicitly as a function of the receive time. With these substitutions :
Using the law of sines and substituting for RR and
Equation (5) has been compared numerically with ( 5 ) (3) above. Although the derivation of (5) above is much simpler than that of (3), it was found that the two expressions provide virtually identical results. However, as (3) is an explicit function of time, it appears to be better suited for use in bistatic radar analyses and simulations.
To summarize, I believe that the reason that (7) in [l] does not produce results that agree with (5) above is due to the author's selection of the time variable. In fact, (5) above has often been used to analyze bistatic radar systems and has provided accurate and very useful results.
Finally, the observation in [l] that (4) above becomes infinite along the bistatic baseline (i.e., when p = 180 deg) demonstrates the fact that the receive beam pointing angle must instantaneously change by 180 deg when the transmitted pulse traverses the receive antenna location, RX in [ l , Fig. 11 . (At the time of transmission, the bistatic receive antenna would be pointed directly at the transmit antenna location, TX.) Both (3) and (5) produce this same result when aT = 0 deg (i.e., for the pseudomonostatic case).
[3] Skolnik, M. 
Here t' is the delay in arrival of the scattered pulse at the receiver, relative to the arrival of the direct pulse; t is the travel time from the transmitter to the target. Numerical evaluation of (1) will produce a set of curves for receiver antenna pointing angles that are identical to [2, eqn. (8) and Fig. 131 . Differentiation of (1) produces the result given by Jackson for the antenna scan rate, [2, eqn. (9) ]. This was cited as (1) in [l] for the above time base and is consistent with the expressions in the other references cited therein: [3,4]. The author regrets any inconvenience that may have resulted from this misinterpretation.
The observation is raised5n [l] that along the baseline as / 3 -+ 180" the scan rate goes to infinity, which seems counter-intuitive and nonphysical. How then is this infinite scan rate condition reconciled? This result is derived neglecting the receiver antenna beamwidth, which for a finite aperture size is not zero. In a practical system where aperture size is finite, the receiving antenna will have beamwidth OBW and discrete beam positions. Obviously the receiver will capture energy from an area having 
